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The Examiner rejected a number of claims under 35 IT <; r i m/xa u • 

«a imaer is u.t>.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 

by U.S. Publication 2002/0135696 (Perlman) that describe: 



as a system and method for rendering 



paragraphs 



graphics and video on a display. In particular, the Examiner's attention is directed to 
[0027 - 0028]: 

scaHnt L he SOXirce "«* St «ame resojujjgi, and/or^ 

S ^ ! a . n :!r h ." i ?. 1,es . known ln the anrf - ™< * h ° soJ^ZLT or 

transformed to match the d isplay resolution and/or scdinT ^ 

KiSiSSSif^.l^ my ° fthe Somce colltent is ^tent. If 

vmeo is composited and rendered on a display at 368. If some source content is granhical 

thTSlS h • ^ ?' ^ ge ° metnc is geometrically rendered into a bitmap to fit 

the desired display resolution and aspect ratio. At 364 a flirfr ^ niter is apnhVrt tn 

images, at a significantly slower rate than n e ™ U a i computer dft mh™ A ™™Trggj 

^X^^SSTT^ (e ' S ' PC m0nit0ra) « rendered V ontTerS!t^ 

to ?5 ™ 1? ^ ^ ° aUSing me ^P^er-rendered images to appear 

£J£2?a^ ^ *i " "? required for ^ause such a fil£ i7 

3o?j£ ^ f P ro ^^n process. Finally, at 366, the various types of vide? 
and/or graphics content are composited together and at 368, the final imageiare rendered on a 
^yUs-g fce f techniques, various types of video and graphics 

SSZH t 151 W be P™P^y rendered on interlaced and progressive 

displays at virtually any aspect ratio. F ^ 



Referring also to Fig. 3B, if the display is interlaced, and some of the source content is 
not interlaced (i.e., progressive scan), then Perlman displays the progressive scan source material 
on an interlaced display concurrently with the interlaced source material. Perlman requires that a 
flicker filter MUST be applied in order to reduce image flicker when displaying progressive 
images on an interlaced display since interlaced displays refresh, or update their images, at a 
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siowe, rate ^ m ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
doe, Perlman no, con™ fc teomia8 ^ ^ ^ a ^ consj8(OTt ^ ^ ^ 

(Perioan «*. progressive scm source material on an interfaced diapUy). Poring n> ust d™ 
prov.de an ad noc correcrion (flicker Alter) since age M . , te „,„„„.,„. ^ 

anaaaae .ne ^ n,, teri „ ,„ . tHn|f rm ^^ ^ n ^ ^ > 

ttitoiaa. («.. since there U no Sante rate conversion perfonned to synchronize the 



source 



material to the display and interlaced displays refresh, or Update ^ ^ at ft ^ 

slower rate than personal computer displays, a noticeable flicker will occur due to the mismatch 

in the frame rate of the video and the refresh rate of the display). 

T*e Examiner specifically relies upon Pig. 3a for support in rejecting the claims under 35 

U-S.C. 102(b). More particularly, the Examiner states on page 3 first paragraph, "and a frame 
rate conversion unit configured to synchronize each converted data stream to a selected output 
frame rate (fig. 3a, the deinterlacer changes the frame rate of the interlaced video to be 
compatible with a progressive display". Tne Applicant has.thoroughly examined Perlman and 
Fig. 3a in particular and has found no reference to frame rate conversion. According to Fig. 3a> 
Perlman only provides that any geometric content fit the displays resolution and scaling only 
(step 31 1) with no mention nor inference of synchronizing the frame rate of the video data to 
match, that of the display. 

m contrast to Perlman, the invention specifically requires a frame rate converter 
synchronize each converted data stream to be consistent with the display screen thereby 
obviating the need for a flicker filter. 

More specifically, claim 1 provides: 

single ^a^d^S^o^Sfl 16 ^ video aream having a 

at a cJe^&eo tZSKST' " ^ ~ ^ *~ ~~ 
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of the Po^or^v^^ »* -eh coupled to an associated one 

convert^Xat^ 1%%%"°™ »* * synchronize each 

attributes; and frame co ^nt with the first set of disp lay 

con^ZT^"^"^^ «* 0f *» configurable image 

the oob^£5S^^S2^^T~ T tS * real w ^ oach of 

copending concerted XS^tTSgSSt XtS?" * *" 

Therefore, the Applicants believe that claim 1 is not anticipated by Perlman and 
respectfully reouest that the Examiner withdraw the 35 U.S.C. 102(b) rejection thereof. 

The Examiner also rejected a number of claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Perlman in view of U.S. Publication 2004/0012577 of Naegle that describes a 
processor with a free running frame rate that does nothing to cure the stated deficiencies of 
Perhnan. Therefore, the Applicants believe that no combination of Perlman or Naegle render the 
rejected claims unpatentable for being obvious. 



CONCLTTSTrw 

T*. Applicant behave ^ ^ psndjng ^ ^ fc ^ ^ 

above Should a. Examiner believe tha, a itaher telephone conference wouid expedite the 
proven 0, this appUcetion, to underfed can be reached at the telephone number ae, on, 



below. 



P.O. Box 70250 
Oakland, CA 94612-0250 
(650) 961-8300 



Respectfully siifmitted, 




VER & THOMAS, LLP 



si J. Ferrazano 
to. 44,105 
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